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RESPONSE TO ELECTION REQUIREMENT 

Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

In response to the Office Action dated May 4, 2006, Applicants elect the embodiment shown 
in Fig. 2 ("Species II"). Claims 1 1-22 are readable on the elected species. 

In the Office Action, the Examiner also stated that each of the identified species is further 
divided into two subspecies. In the case of the elected species (Fig. 2), the Examiner identified two 
subspecies: "Subspecies iii characterized by a non spaced-apart relationship between the first and 
second lens group as seen in claims 16-18; and Subspecies iv characterized by a spaced-apart 
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relationship between the first and second lens group as seen in claims 1 9-22. To the extent that the 
Examiner is requiring an election between these two subspecies, Applicants elect, with traverse , 
subspecies iv. Claims 1 1-22 are readable on the elected subspecies. 

The subspecies election requirement is traversed since Applicants respectfully believe that 
the Examiner has misconstrued the meaning of "adjacent" and "spaced apart." In fact, in the claims 
which read upon the elected species of Fig. 2 (claims 11-22), dependent claim 19 introduces the 
limitation that the first and second lens groups are positioned in a "spaced-apart relationship." 
However, claim 19 depends from claim 15 which states that the first lens group "includes a convex 
anterior surface located adjacent said second lens group." The Examiner has taken the erroneous 
position that claim 15 (as well as claims 16-18) defines a lens system in which the first and second 
lens groups are in a "non spaced-apart relationship." However, claim 15 merely states that the first 
lens group includes a convex anterior surface, and that surface is located "adjacent" to the second 
lens group. With reference to Fig. 2 (and without limiting the scope of the claims herein), for 
example, the convex anterior surface of lens element 140 (part of the first lens group) is located 
adjacent to and spaced-apart from the posterior surface of lens element 155 (part of the second lens 
group). Therefore, Applicants respectfully believe that a subspecies election requirement is not 
warranted. 
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It is believed that the above represents a complete response to the outstanding Office Action.. 
However, please contact the undersigned with any further questions. 


Respectfully submitte 


Martin JTWlillerj 
DINSMORE & 
1900 Chimed Center 
255 E. FiftJiStreet 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202 
(513) 977-8565 
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